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Abstract.
This paper compares the gyrokinetic instabilities and transport in two
representative JET pedestals, one (pulse 78697) from the JET configuration with a
carbon wall (C) and another (pulse 92432) from after the installation of JET’s ITER-
like Wall (ILW). The discharges were selected for a comparison of JET-ILW and JET-C
discharges with good confinement at high current (3 MA, corresponding also to low
ρ∗) and retain the distinguishing features of JET-C and JET-ILW, notably, decreased
pedestal top temperature for JET-ILW. A comparison of the profiles and heating
power reveals a stark qualitative difference between the discharges: the JET-ILW
pulse (92432) requires twice the heating power, at a gas rate of 1.9×1022e/s, to sustain
roughly half the temperature gradient of the JET-C pulse (78697), operated at zero gas
rate. This points to heat transport as a central component of the dynamics limiting the
JET-ILW pedestal and reinforces the following emerging JET-ILW pedestal transport
paradigm, which is proposed for further examination by both theory and experiment.
ILW conditions modify the density pedestal in ways that decrease the normalized
pedestal density gradient a/Ln, often via an outward shift of the density pedestal.
This is attributable to some combination of direct metal wall effects and the need
for increased fueling to mitigate tungsten contamination. The modification to the
density profile increases η = Ln/LT , thereby producing more robust ion temperature
gradient (ITG) and electron temperature gradient driven instability. The decreased
pedestal gradients for JET-ILW (92432) also result in a strongly reduced E × B
shear rate, further enhancing the ion scale turbulence. Collectively, these effects limit
the pedestal temperature and demand more heating power to achieve good pedestal
performance. Our simulations, consistent with basic theoretical arguments, find higher
ITG turbulence, stronger stiffness, and higher pedestal transport in the ILW plasma
at lower ρ∗.
PACS numbers: 00.00
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1. Introduction
This work studies the change in pedestal transport that arose due to the transition from
the carbon (C) to ITER-like wall (ILW) on JET [1, 2]. The results help to explain
the physics processes that increase pedestal transport in JET-ILW. The framework
presented will, hopefully, be examined in more detail and built upon to optimize pedestal
performance on JET-ILW and future experiments, like ITER, which may be subject to
similar constraints.
The H-mode [3] pedestal drastically boosts confinement by supporting high
temperatures at the plasma edge. These high temperatures can then propagate into
the core where gradients are typically strongly limited by microinstabilities. Nearly all
prospective burning plasma tokamaks, including ITER, have been designed to exploit
an edge transport barrier. In order to achieve their aims, such devices will rely not only
on the accessibility of an edge barrier but also on its robustness, measured, for example,
by the attainable pedestal top temperature.
The properties of the H-mode pedestal are governed by three complex and
sensitively interconnected components: (1) MHD stability, (2) SOL and divertor
conditions (closely tied to wall materials, gas fueling, strike point location, pumping,
etc.), and (3) the transport (along with corresponding sources and sinks) from both
neoclassical processes as well as residual micro-instabilities. In addition to their
unique parameter dependences, these components collectively exhibit intricate co-
dependences that have not been well-understood. It is, therefore, crucial to focus on
parameter regimes that approximate as closely as possible reactor-relevant conditions
simultaneously for all three components.
In this context, JET is at the forefront of this important aspect of fusion science due
to its proximity to reactor conditions on two important fronts: its wall materials and its
size (or more accurately, its dimensionless size, ρ∗ = ρ/a, where ρ is the gyro radius and
a is the minor radius). ITER will achieve values of ρ∗ that are inaccessible in present day
experiments and, due to its status as the largest operating present-day tokamak, JET
can most closely approximate ITER’s ρ∗ regime. Moreover, since replacing C surfaces
with a tungsten (W) divertor and beryllium (Be) first wall (i.e., the ILW), JET also
serves as a laboratory for the effects of these wall materials.
Since beginning operation, JET-ILW has observed a degradation of confinement [4,
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11] attributable to a change in pedestal dynamics, including: a decrease
in pedestal temperature; a trend toward progressively lower normalized confinement at
progressively higher current and magnetic field; partial recovery of pedestal temperature
and confinement with impurity seeding (in contrast to C operation where seeding
degraded confinement); a demand for increased heating power to sustain high pedestal
temperature; and stronger degradation of confinement than other metal wall devices [12].
Although much progress has been made on understanding and improving JET-ILW
operation, the JET-ILW pedestal remains subject to significant constraints.
The residual pedestal transport is perhaps the least studied of the three components
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of the edge system. As we will argue in this paper, it may be the missing key for
understanding many recent unexplained phenomena and optimizing operation in future
devices. Transport, in combination with the relevant sources and sinks, determines
the heating power necessary to achieve a given pedestal temperature; the inter-ELM
evolution of pedestal density and temperature profiles, which ultimately determines the
operating point at which an ELM is triggered; and the accessibility and properties
of ELM-free regimes. An understanding of pedestal transport is an indispensable
component of tokamak design and operation.
In this work we target an understanding of the transport dynamics governing the
JET pedestal by studying, via linear and nonlinear global electromagnetic gyrokinetic
simulations using the Gene code [13, 14], a pair of representative JET pedestals—
one produced in recent ILW operation and an earlier one from C operation. The two
discharges were selected to have good confinement (H98∼ 1) at high current (3 MA) in
order to study the pedestal dynamics and transport at low ρ∗. These two discharges
have many comparable features but differ in the distinguishing characteristics of the
transition from C to ILW, notably, significantly lower pedestal temperature for JET-
ILW. In terms of operational parameters, the discharges differ in three important ways:
(1) wall materials (W/Be, C), (2) fueling rates (1.9 × 1022(e/s), 0), and (3) heating
power (33 MW, 14.8 MW). Consequently, the subsequent analysis is an assessment of
these combined effects on transport (note that (1) and (2) are tightly coupled due to
the need to gas puff in JET-ILW in order to achieve W control in steady conditions).
The overarching goal is to identify various transport processes that pertain to and
distinguish the pedestal dynamics of JET-C and JET-ILW. This work builds on previous
studies of JET-ILW pedestal transport [15, 16, 17], which have demonstrated several
connections between gyrokinetic simulations and experimental observations. Among
other things, simulations in these works showed that ion scale turbulence can arise at
low values of ρ∗ because the velocity shear suppression is proportional to ρ∗. This can
lead to the onset of major new transport mechanisms at low ρ∗. Hence, investigations
of this question on JET is crucial to projecting to future burning plasmas.
We begin by briefly summarizing the major conclusions of this study. Our
gyrokinetic analysis of the JET-C (78697) pedestal suggests that electron temperature
gradient (ETG) driven modes and microtearing modes (MTM) are the major heat
transport mechanisms. This is consistent with mounting evidence, spanning multiple
machines [15, 18], that the observed fluctuations display the expected characteristics
of these modes. This combination of transport mechanisms has also been proposed
and analyzed in the context of inter-ELM transport and transport at the pedestal
top [19, 20, 21]. Turning to the JET-ILW (92432) pedestal, we note that the distinctive
features are lower temperature, shallower profile gradients, and higher η = Ln/LT (Ln,T
is the gradient scale length of the density, temperature, respectively). A major cause
of these changes is likely the effects of a metal wall on the density profile (both direct
and indirect via the need for gas puffing) [22]. Often this change in the density profile
is manifest as an outward shift [23], which effectively reduces the density gradient in
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the upper pedestal. Higher η translates into more robust ETG and ion temperature
gradient (ITG) instabilities; in combination, demand additional heating power and limit
accessible pedestal top temperatures. Shallower gradients, particularly for the density
profile, translate into weaker E×B shear, which, in combination with higher η, doubly
exacerbates ITG turbulence. Remembering that the suppression of ion scale turbulence
is deemed to be a principal mechanism for the pedestal formation, the unquenched ITG
turbulence considered here for JET-ILW may be unique among present day machines.
Higher values of η (i.e. high growth rates) and lower ρ∗ (i.e., low shear rates) drive ITG
turbulence, introduce new parameter dependences, including ρ∗ and impurity content,
which correlate with, and may cause, certain JET-ILW trends. This framework points
to several plausible routes to optimizing pedestal performance, including control of
radiation, neutral penetration (linked to particle sources), and SOL and pedestal density.
We note that ITG instability is sensitively dependent on the ion temperature
profile, which is challenging to diagnose and remains subject to considerable uncertainty.
Although we use a careful reconstruction of the ion temperature profile, the resulting
predictions of ITG turbulence should be considered within the context of these
uncertainties. Nonetheless, the regime examined in this ILW discharge approaches,
perhaps more closely than any other presently accessible experiment, the conditions
where such turbulence would be expected to arise in the pedestal (high ηi and low ρ∗).
Consequently, the prediction of ITG pedestal turbulence should be carefully examined
in an iterative process between experiment, simulation, and theory. Although many
questions remain, this work, hopefully, lays the foundation for optimizing the transport
and resulting confinement for JET-ILW and beyond.
This paper is organized as follows. Sec. 2 provides background information on
pedestal transport and related research. Sec. 3 provides descriptions of the JET pulses.
Sec. 4 describes the linear instabilities (both local and global) identified in gyrokinetic
simulations. Sec. 5 describes the nonlinear turbulence simulations and demonstrates
agreement between simulated transport levels and a careful accounting of inter-ELM
power balance. Sec. 5.2 describes the stiffness and ρ∗ dependences expected from ITG
pedestal turbulence, and Sec. 5.5 discusses an ITG particle pinch. Sec. 6 provides a final
discussion and summary.
2. Pedestal Transport Paradigm
The edge of an H-mode plasma is governed by at least three interconnected processes: (1)
pedestal MHD stability, (2) divertor and SOL conditions, and (3) the residual transport
(along with corresponding sources and sinks) in the edge transport barrier. Of these
three, MHD stability is likely the best understood and is widely used to interpret and
predict pedestal structure [24, 25]. The pre-ELM pedestal pressure is typically observed
to lie near the peeling ballooning stability boundary, and ideal MHD has been successful
at describing the ultimate pressure limit of the pedestal. There have been some notable
exceptions for JET-ILW (see Refs. [8, 7, 26] for discussions of discrepancies with MHD
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limits and Refs. [27, 28, 29] for potential resolutions of these discrepancies).
Divertor and SOL conditions, which are closely tied to wall materials, gas fueling,
strike point location, and pumping, also affect pedestal structure. The pedestal particle
source and resulting density pedestal can be strongly affected by the SOL density, fueling
levels, impurity content, and wall materials (metal walls having different reflection,
retention, and outgassing properties) [22]. An effective outward shift of the density
pedestal has also been observed in metal wall devices [30, 22, 23]. On AUG, for example,
this has been attributed to the so-called high-field side high-density region. These
various processes can impact both the MHD stability and the pedestal transport. In
the context of the ILW, many of these processes act to reduce a/Ln in the pedestal
(e.g., by raising the separatrix density), which has a very strong impact on the nature
of microturbulence and its associated transport in the pedestal.
The residual transport in the pedestal arguably remains the least-understood
component of the edge system and is the topic of this paper. Pedestal transport
determines the inter-ELM trajectory of the density and temperature profiles in relation
to the heating power and particle sources. This, in turn, determines the relative pedestal
top temperature and density prior to the ELM crash. In this section, we briefly review an
emerging paradigm for pedestal transport, the mechanisms involved, and their interplay
with the other elements of the edge system (MHD and SOL). This paradigm is supported
by the gyrokinetic results described below. Many of these topics are covered at a more
fundamental level in Ref. [18].
Plasma profile evolution is governed by conservation laws (i.e., transport equations)
for the temperature, density, and momentum of each species. These laws define the
response of the profile to fluxes and sources, as illustrated, for example, in the continuity
equation,
∂n
∂t
+∇ · Γ = Sn, (1)
where Γ is the particle flux and Sn is the particle source. The complete picture involves
such equations for the density, temperature, and momentum of electrons, main ions,
and impurity species. The focus of this work is on the most important subset of these
channels, namely the density and temperature of electrons and main ions, which directly
determine the confinement of energy. The relative sources for the different channels
are controlled by very different mechanisms. The plasma temperature is maintained by
outward flux from the core; particle sources include flux from NBI in the core, ionization
of neutral particles from the edge and, possibly, a turbulent particle pinch [31, 32]; and
impurities are drawn in from the edge by a neoclassical pinch. As may be expected
from such different mechanisms, the drive for the different channels also varies widely
in magnitude. A useful dimensionless metric for quantifying the drive of the various
channels is the ratios of their effective diffusivities (for example D/χ, where D = Γ/∇n,
χ = Q/(n∇T )). The use of effective diffusivities in this manner assumes neither the
absence of pinches nor the absence of nonlocal effects, but is, rather, a convenient
measure of the gradient that can be supported by a given flux or source. Alternatively,
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the parameter SnT/Q captures the relative drive of the two channels.
These relative drive quantities are difficult to determine experimentally but can
be estimated by interpretive edge modeling. Such analyses have produced a consistent
picture spanning multiple devices: the electron heat diffusivity far exceeds the particle
diffusivity: D/χe ≪ 1 [33, 34, 32]—i.e., the heat source (flux from the core) far exceeds
the particle source. Although such an analysis has not been carried out for the JET
discharges examined here, it has been demonstrated via EDGE2D modeling of other
JET-ILW pedestals [29].
Inter-ELM profile evolution also offers important information about the transport
behavior. Pedestal profiles typically go through an early rebuilding period followed by a
period of saturation that often makes up a substantial fraction of the inter-ELM cycle.
In nearly all cases, the temperature experiences a pre-ELM period of saturation (or near-
saturation) [35, 20, 36, 37, 38, 39]. The density evolution can exhibit more variation. On
DIII-D and AUG, the density pedestal saturates early, often preceding the saturation of
the temperature pedestal [37, 38]. On JET, the density often continues to evolve after
the saturation of the temperature pedestal and in some cases the pedestal top density
increases continuously until the ELM crash [35, 20, 39]. For the JET-ILW case of interest
in this paper (92432), the temperature gradient becomes limited ∼ 30% into the ELM
cycle, while the density gradient becomes limited ∼ 50% into the ELM cycle [39]. The
pressure gradient is also fixed over the last half of the ELM cycle, roughly corresponding
to the period of fixed density gradient. Both the pedestal top density and temperature
increase gradually up to the ELM crash. The continued increase in temperature is likely
due to the high heating power. Ref. [39] analyzes the inter-ELM profile evolution for
this discharge as well as a wide range of other discharges spanning various heating and
fueling conditions. Although the inter-ELM evolution can be complex, the pedestal top
temperature generally appears to saturate prior to pedestal top density over a substantial
range of conditions.
The contributors to pedestal transport must be consistent with the general picture
outlined above. For example, each prospective transport mechanism has a distinctive
transport fingerprint [18] defined by its relative impact on various transport channels.
A minimum subset of pedestal transport mechanisms must include KBM (or similar
MHD-like modes), ITG (or similar ion scale electrostatic modes), ETG, MTM, and
neoclassical transport. MHD-like instabilities produce equal diffusivities in all channels.
Consequently, such instabilities would fix the pressure profile at marginal stability and
therefore preferentially impact the most weakly driven channel. Since the weakest (as
quantified, for example, by a parameter like SnT/Q) channel is typically the density, the
impact of such modes would be limited to modifying the density gradients via particle
transport. ETG and MTM affect almost solely the electron heat channel and produce
negligible particle transport. ITG (and other ion scale electrostatic modes like TEM) is
more versatile, producing substantial ion (and some level of electron) heat transport and
potentially producing inward, outward, or small (balanced pinch and diffusion) particle
transport.
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The transport mechanisms also have distinctive dependences on other parameters,
like ρ∗. MTM and ETG have been found to be weakly affected by shear flow and
exhibit scaling close to gyroBohm ρ∗ dependence [16, 17]. ITG is typically thought to
be suppressed by shear flow in the pedestal but may be excited by some combination of
high growth rates and low shear rates (the relevant suppression parameter is γExB/γlin).
Pedestal E × B shear rates are proportional to ρ∗ and sensitively dependent on profile
gradients due to the dominant neoclassical force balance in the pedestal (see Sec. 5.2
for detailed discussion). Consequently, to the extent that JET-ILW is characterized
by high ηi (high growth rates), weak density gradients (low shear), and low ρ∗ (low
shear), it resides in precisely the parameter regime where one might expect pedestal
ITG turbulence to become important. Such was the conclusion of Refs. [16, 17], which
observed a ρ∗ threshold roughly corresponding to JET parameters below which ITG
transport is not negligible. In agreement with basic theory, gyrokinetic simulations
of pedestal ITG transport have identified the scaling Q/QGB ∝ ρ
−2
∗ [40], indicating a
strong ρ∗ dependence below this ρ∗ threshold. We note that, while the focus of this
paper is on ITG, the dynamics may translate to any ion-scale electrostatic mode like,
for example, electron drift waves or trapped electron modes (TEM).
With this general information in hand, we are prepared to conceptually diagnose
the limitations on the JET-ILW pedestal: (1) The main limitation for JET-ILW is low
pedestal temperature; (2) JET-ILW demands additional heating power; (3) the pedestal
top temperature generally saturates early in the ELM cycle; (4) heat diffusivities exceed
particle diffusivities (not unique to JET-ILW). The culprit would seem to be a transport
mechanism that preferentially produces heat transport and is amplified for JET-ILW.
The following general picture emerges and is proposed for further study on JET-ILW.
Metal walls modify the density profile via some combination of direct metal wall effects
(e.g. different reflection/retention properties, or other effects on neutral penetration),
the demand for gas puffing for W mitigation, or other SOL features like the high-
field side high density region [22]. The net effect is a weaker density gradient, which
increases η = Ln/LT [39] producing more robust ITG and ETG instabilities. These
instabilities strongly limit the pedestal temperature and demand more heating power
to achieve good pedestal performance. Crucially, both ITG and ETG preferentially
produce heat flux over particle flux: ETG due to the absence of kinetic ions at electron
scales, and ITG due to balanced pinch and diffusion (see Sec. 5.5 for detailed discussion).
The weak density gradient also decreases the flow shear rate, doubly affecting the ITG
transport. The improved confinement with impurity seeding may be accounted for either
directly (ion dilution decreasing the turbulence) or indirectly (for example, seeding
increasing pedestal particle sources or relieving the SOL conditions that weaken the
density gradient).
At this point, two arguments against the above paradigm could be made. First, it
might be supposed that a limitation on pedestal temperature could be compensated with
an increase in pedestal density in order to maintain the same pressure and MHD stability
properties. However, a limit on pedestal temperature does in fact have significant
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effects on the net confinement. A trade-off of temperature for density results in
increased collisionality, generally resulting in less favorable MHD stability. For example,
low pedestal temperature can feed back on MHD stability through collisionality and
bootstrap current, pinning the pedestal in the unfavorable ballooning-limited regime and
eliminating the advantages of shaping [8]. Aside fromMHD stability, near the Greenwald
limit, it is no longer possible to compensate a temperature deficit with higher density.
Finally, with an eye toward a JET DT campaign, fusion gain is a very sensitive function
of temperature (as opposed to pressure alone) in typical JET parameter regimes. Clearly,
a limit on pedestal temperature has significant implications. A strong heat transport
mechanism could also be related to slow inter-ELM recovery, discrepancies between
ELM limits and peeling ballooning stability theory [8, 7], and transitions to type-III
ELM regimes [41], although this must remain speculative as these topics have not been
studied in this work.
The transport paradigm discussed here is surely not encompassing enough to
account for all effects limiting JET-ILW performance. For example, studies examining
the effects of SOL conditions or pedestal MHD stability (or both in combination) do
explain some aspects of the observed metal wall behavior [8, 9, 42, 30]. Moreover,
further work is necessary to more firmly establish the hypothesis proposed in this
paper. In particular, a detailed study of inter-ELM evolution could be conducted
to understand how and when a weakened density gradient affects the transport and
profile evolution. Moreover, uncertainties in the ion temperature profile and impurity
content could be mitigated with further study. Nonetheless, the transport-oriented
paradigm proposed here should become an integral part of the conceptual framework for
understanding pedestal dynamics and should be actively probed by theory, computation,
and experiment in future work.
In the context of these preliminary considerations, the next section describes two
pedestals, JET-C (78697) and JET-ILW (92432), which will be examined within this
framework.
3. Description of JET Shots
Pedestal temperatures and normalized confinement times (relative to IPB98y2) are
typically reduced in ILW plasmas relative to C, particularly at higher current and
field [11], though the degradation of confinement is not universal in ILW plasmas and
it can also be mitigated. JET pulse number 92432 was selected for this study since it
represents a breakthrough in extending good confinement (H98 = 1) to higher current (3
MA) and magnetic field (2.8 T) than was previously possible [43]. This is attributable
to low fueling (lowest allowable for W control, albeit still substantial), high power to
compensate for reduced pedestal temperature, and strike points located in the divertor
corner for optimal pumping and density control [43]. An increased ratio of ion to electron
temperature in the core also contributes to the improved confinement.
JET-C pulse number 78697 was also selected as a high current (3 MA) discharge
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Table 1. Summary of important parameters for JET pulses 78697 (C) and 92432
(ILW). Ip is the plasma current, BT is the toroidal magnetic field, q95 is the safety
factor at 95% of the minor radius (in terms of normalized poloidal magnetic flux), δ is
triangularity, Ph is the total heating power, Pi is the inter-ELM power loss [44], Gas
is the fueling rate, βN is normalized plasma pressure, Te,p is the pedestal top electron
temperature, and ne,p is the pedestal top electron density.
Pulse Ip(MA) BT (T ) q95 δ Ph(MW ) Pi(MW ) Gas(e/s) βN Te,p(keV ) ne,p(10
19m−3)
92432 3.0 2.8 3.0 0.2 33.0 11.6 1.9× 1022 2.15 1.1 5.86
78697 3.0 2.4 2.6 0.24 14.8 5.7 0.0 1.8 1.68 4.19
0.94 0.96 0.98
ρtor
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Figure 1. Profiles for JET-ILW (black) and JET-C (red) of temperature (a), density
(b), a/Ln and a/LT (c), η = Ln/LT (d), E × B shear rates (e), and safety factor q
(f). Notably, JET-ILW has weaker gradients, higher η, and lower shear rates.
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with good confinfment, and matches many of the relevant parameters of 92432 while
retaining a higher pedestal temperature. It is important to keep in mind that, although
these shots are representative in many ways, they clearly provide only a snapshot of the
variation within and between each class of discharges. Important parameters are listed
in Table 1, which demonstrates the three main operational differences in the discharges,
(1) wall materials, (2) fueling rate, and (3) heating power. Fig. 1 shows the pedestal
profiles of many of the important quantities. Notably, although the pedestal pressure is
comparable between the two discharges, the total stored energy is higher in the JET-
ILW pulse (8 MJ as compared to 6 MJ for the JET-C pulse) due to improved core
confinement [43]. Temperature and density profiles are shown in Fig. 1 (a) and (b). The
main ion (deuterium) temperature is available for 92432 and shown in Fig. 1 (a). The
edge ion temperature is measured from the coupled CVI and NeX CX spectrum (the Ne
comes from diagnostic puffs used to improve the quality of the CX data, given the very
low C concentration in JET-ILW). The main ion species is then assumed to be thermally
equilibrated with the impurities through collisional relaxation. This measurement is very
challenging in the pedestal and subject to substantially uncertainty. For example, recent
work on DIII-D exploiting a direct measurement of the main ions [45] has shown that the
main ion temperature can deviate substantially from the impurity temperature in the
pedestal sometimes resulting in a steeper gradient [46]. Ion temperature measurements
are not available for 78697, for which we assume Ti = Te (this effectively places an upper
bound on the role of ITG in 78697, which is found to be negligible). Figs. 1 (c), (d), and
(e) show several important quantities for the microinstabilities. The normalized density
and temperature gradients (c) are much larger for JET-C (78697). This translates into
much higher E ×B shear rates (e) for JET-C (78697) due to the dominant neoclassical
force balance between Er and the profile gradients (see Sec. 5.2 for a detailed description
of the calculation of shear rates). Shear rates can also be affected by the toroidal
rotation, which is reduced by gas puffing. Further work is needed to determine what
combination of gas puffing and direct metal wall effects contribute to establishing the
shear rate. Notably, η (d) is significantly larger for ILW than C due to a large decrease in
density gradient on ILW. The q profile is shown in Fig. 1 (f) and is less steep (i.e., lower
magnetic shear) for JET-C (78697) due to the lower collisionality and higher bootstrap
current. The inter-ELM profile evolution is described in Sec. 2 and described more
generally in Ref. [39]. Fig. 1 will be referred to throughout the paper as the impact of
these profiles on the relevant transport mechanisms is discussed.
From the information in Table 1 and Fig. 1, one can quickly glean a striking
difference in the transport between the two cases: the JET-ILW (92432) pedestal
requires twice the heating power to achieve approximately half the temperature gradient
and similar pedestal top pressure. To quantify this difference, the pedestal heat
diffusivities are χ = Q/(n∇T ) = 0.48m2/s and χ = 0.12m2/s for 92432 and 78697
respectively (quantities are taken in the middle of the steep gradient region of the
pedestal). In these expressions, Q is the heat flux, n the electron density, T the
electron temperature. From this quick comparison, one may suspect that a complete
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explanation of JET-ILW pedestal dynamics must include an understanding of these
substantial differences in pedestal transport, which is the goal of this work. As described
in the previous section, this paper proposes an emerging framework for the causes
and manifestations of this change in transport. A more detailed understanding of the
divertor, SOL, neutrals, materials considerations (etc) that cause the change in transport
is equally important albeit outside the scope of this work.
4. Linear Gyrokinetic Analysis
We begin our gyrokinetic investigation with an examination of the underlying linear
instabilities. Nonlinear simulations estimating the impact of these instabilities on the
transport are described in Sec. 5.
4.1. Local
The local flux tube approximation takes parameters at a single radial position, assumes
constant gradients, and does not account for variation in background quantities. This
can provide qualitative information but can also be misleading in systems where
background quantities vary over relatively short radial scales. Critically, the local
treatment knows nothing about the radial width over which a physics regime is
operative—i.e., the effective ρ∗ [47], which is determined by equilibrium variation
over the steep gradient region. Despite these shortcomings, the local analysis
provides valuable insights, makes connections with previous literature, and demonstrates
qualitative differences between ILW and C. A more comprehensive global treatment is
discussed in the next subsection.
Fig. 2 shows growth rates and frequencies for JET-C (78697) and JET-ILW (92432)
from local linear simulations in the middle of the steep gradient region of the pedestal
(ρtor = 0.98). For both cases, KBM (black symbols) is observed at low ky and
electrostatic modes are observed at high ky. For JET-C (78697), MTM is also observed
at low ky. The electrostatic instabilities at higher ky have much higher growth rates
for JET-ILW (92432), a trend that extends to ETG instabilities at electron scales
(not shown). This local analysis involved scans of both binormal wavenumber ky and
ballooning angle (θ0). The figure shows the maximum growth rate at each ky. In the
pedestal, the scan of ballooning angle is critical. Modes that are driven by toroidal
resonances (i.e. resonances with the curvature and ∇B drifts), which is standard in
the core plasma, peak at θ0. In contrast, due to the steep gradients in the pedestal,
ω∗ greatly exceeds the magnetic drift frequencies and slab resonances (with v||k||) can
occur. This can produce modes with growth rates that have only weak dependence on,
or even increase with, θ0 = 0. The MTM shown in Fig. 2, for example, are only the
most unstable modes at θ0 > 0. Refs. [15, 17, 18] provide more discussion on this topic
along with plots of the θ0 dependence of growth rates.
The electrostatic modes and the MTMs will be discussed in more detail in the
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Figure 2. Growth rates (top) and frequencies (bottom) from local linear simulations
in the steep gradient region for JET-ILW (92432) (black lines) and JET-C (78697)
(red lines). Note that negative frequencies correspond to the electron diamagnetic
direction. KBM, MTM, and electrostatic instabilities are observed. The KBM have
very broad radial mode structures that are inconsistent with the width of the pedestal.
The dashed lines, which find much closer agreement with global simulations, denote
the instabilities that remain after filtering unphysically large radial modes.
context of global simulations below (Sec. 4.2). KBM, however, is not identified in the
global simulations. We focus now on its the potential role in these discharges.
A local description of strongly ballooning modes (i.e., modes peaked strongly at
the outboard midplane) can be highly suspect in the pedestal, since such modes can
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have mode structures whose radial extent far exceeds the width of the pedestal. This
consideration can be quantified by comparing the effective radial extent of the mode, as
quantified by an eigenmode-weighted radial wavelength 1/〈kx〉, with the width of the
pedestal as encompassed in the following metric [18]:
Θ = w〈kx〉, (2)
where w is the width of the pedestal and 〈kx〉 can be calculated from the linear eigenmode
structure as
〈kx〉 =
∑
kx
|kx||φ|
2
kx∑
kx
|φ|2kx
, (3)
so that a mode that is strongly peaked at the outboard midplane (kx = 0) has a very
low value of Θ. Flux tube simulations with Gene include several kx modes (each
having a parallel domain spanning z = (−pi, pi)) connected with the flux tube parallel
boundary condition [48]. The ballooning angle θ0 =
kx,center
sˆky
(i.e., the central kx value)
can be chosen for each linear flux tube simulation and the the remaining kx values,
∆kx = 2pisˆky, are defined by the parallel boundary condition. The connected kx modes
constitute the extended ballooning structure of the mode so that the sum over kx defined
in Eq. 3 weights each z = (−pi, pi) segment with its corresponding value of kx. The
criterion Θ > 2 indicates whether a mode predicted by local theory plausibly fits within
the radial range over which it is driven. If this criterion were to hold, it would indicate
whether the local mode could in principle be physical (i.e. whether the local mode can
be captured by a higher fidelity global treatment of the system). When this criterion is
applied to the modes shown in Fig. 2, it eliminates the KBM; such modes are, in fact,
not observed in the global simulations described below.
Several studies examining KBM stability in the pedestal yield widely varying
conclusions: KBM is unstable, albeit close to marginal [19]; KBM is locally stable in
most of the pedestal owing to the bootstrap current giving access to 2nd stability [20];
KBM is unstable [36]; KBM is unstable but subdominant to electrostatic modes [49];
KBM is stable but near the instability threshold when β is artificially increased [50];
KBM is stable and remains stable when self-consistently varying the equilibrium
consistent with increasing pressure gradients (i.e., KBM is in a second stability
regime) [51]; KBM is in a second stability regime locally, which disappears in a global
treatment [52]; KBM is in second stability in both local and global analysis when self
consistently increasing pressure gradients with equilibrium [15].
In the context of this study we can make the following statements about pedestal
modes: (1) KBM is identified in local simulations but has mode structures inconsistent
with the narrow width of the pedestal and is not found in our global treatment, and
(2) In the magnetic fluctuation data available for JET, one can identify fluctuations
that appear to correspond closely with MTM and eliminate KBM on the basis of
simple frequency comparisons. In spite of these considerations, KBM (or some similar
MHD activity) cannot be ruled out because it may be only marginally unstable and
due to several other considerations, including uncertainties in input data, the limited
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fluctuation diagnostics available, and limitations of pedestal gyrokinetics for low-n MHD.
Regarding the latter, a rigorous MHD analysis would include the vacuum solution and
the kink drive term, both of which are planned for future work. Perhaps the best
evidence of some sort of KBM-like MHD behavior is its apparent utility (or the utility of
its proxy relation between β and pedestal width) in the EPED model and the observation
that inter-ELM profile evolution often allows separate density and temperature changes
constrained by a fixed pressure profile (see, for example, Refs. [50, 39]). In any case, the
transport fingerprint of KBM [18] eliminates it as a major heat transport mechanism
due to its large ratio of De/χe. It can therefore be ruled out as the mechanism limiting
the pedestal temperature in JET-ILW and is not of primary interest in this work.
4.2. Global
Having briefly surveyed the local linear gyrokinetic stability picture, we turn now to
a global treatment, which accounts for the strong profile variation over the narrow
pedestal. Background rotation (described in more detail in Sec. 5.2) is included in these
global linear simulations (in contrast with the local simulations in which background
shear produces Floquet modes). Global ky scans comparing ILW (92432) and C (78697)
are shown in Fig. 3 where green symbols denote electrostatic (ITG) modes and the red
x denotes a MTM observed at low ky in the JET-C (78697) pedestal. This MTM occurs
at toroidal mode number n = 8, at which a magnetic fluctuation can be observed in
magnetic spectrograms for this discharge (this will be described in detail in a future
paper). The large difference in η for JET-C (78697) and JET-ILW (92432) is reflected
in a corresponding difference in ITG growth rates. This is further enhanced by the
much larger JET-C (78697) shear rate (see Fig. 1 (e)), suggesting that the ion scale
ITG transport for JET-ILW (92432) is expected to be much higher than that of JET-C
(78697).
The nature of the instabilities is explored in Figs. 4,5, which show several parameter
variations for kyρs = 0.2 whose dependences are consistent with ITG and MTM.
All parameter variations are constructed to hold pressure fixed (e.g. increases in
temperature gradient are compensated by decreases in density gradient, etc.) and
thus avoid decoupling profile effects from equilibrium effects in an inconsistent manner.
Growth rates of the electrostatic modes increase with ion temperature gradients and
temperature ratio Te/Ti and are insensitive to collision frequency. MTMs arises in these
scans for the JET-C (78697) pedestal as the collision frequency or electron temperature
gradient is increased. As seen in Fig. 3, the JET-C (78697) pedestal lies above the
MTM threshold for other ky suggesting that MTM play an important role in this JET-
C (78697) pedestal. A detailed analysis of the MTM in 78697 will be presented in a
future paper.
The ILW simulations include a dynamic Be impurity at the level of Zeff = 1.8 and
the C simulations include a dynamic C impurity with Zeff = 2.35. The Zeff estimate is
derived from a line averaged measurement from visible Brehmstrahlung, which provides
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Figure 3. Growth rates from global simulations for JET-ILW (92432) (black line)
and JET-C (78697) (red line). The instabilities are ITG modes, with the exception of
the lowest ky JET-C (78697) mode, which is an MTM.
no profile information (constant Zeff is thus assumed). The impurity content is subject
to considerable uncertainties. For example, for JET-ILW (92432) the diagnosed value
of Zeff is produced by some mixture of impurities, including Be and Ni, but the precise
densities are unknown. The instabilities can be highly sensitive to the impurity content;
as shown in Fig. 5 the ITG growth rate increases by ∼ 65% when ion dilution is neglected
(i.e. no impurity is included, or alternatively assuming the Zeff is attributable mostly
to high Z Ni), and decreases by ∼ 40% when the impurity gradient is doubled. Likewise,
the ITG growth rate in JET-C (78697) increases by a factor of four when C is neglected,
as seen in Fig. 4. This reinforces similar observations in Ref. [16, 17] and is consistent
with the beneficial effects of impurity seeding in the ILW pedestal.
Notably, KBM is not observed in the global simulations, consistent with the
criterion described above for local simulations. Scans of β were undertaken in order
to probe proximity to the KBM limit and more generally to determine the sensitivity
of the various modes to electromagnetic effects. As shown in Fig. 6, in this global
treatment an artificial (i.e. not self-consistently modifying the background equilbrium)
∼ 40% increase in β produces KBM instability in both the JET-ILW (92432) and JET-C
(78697) pedestals for this wavenumber.
In addition to the high β KBM limit, a low β threshold is also observed below
which an electron drift wave becomes dominant. This electron drift wave is excited by
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Figure 4. Parameter sensitivities from global simulations at kyρs = 0.2 for JET-
C (78697). The x-axis denotes the fractional change (±15%) in various parameters
(annotated in the figure). All parameter variations are constructed to keep the pressure
fixed (e.g., the annotation ηi(∇Ti ↑,∇Te ↓) denotes an increase in ηi that keeps
pressure fixed by increasing the ion temperature gradient and decreasing the electron
temperature gradient). The instability found with nominal inputs has the parameter
dependences of an ITG mode. An MTM becomes dominant with minor increases
in collision frequency and electron temperature gradient. Sensitivity to impurities is
demonstrated by the large increase in growth rate (labeled No Impurity) observed
when C is not included.
a parallel resonance and is suppressed by electromagnetic effects. In the intermediate
range, the slab ITG mode is very insensitive to β. This suggests that, while certain
pedestal modes are completely electrostatic in nature, it is necessary to include some
level of electromagnetic effects in order to suppress spurious (i.e., only unstable at β
values far below the experimental values) electrostatic modes.
5. Nonlinear Simulations
Having characterized the linear instabilities identified in the JET-C (78697) and JET-
ILW (92432) pedestals, we turn now to the nonlinear simulations that are necessary
to quantify how these instabilities are manifest in the transport. We employ a flux
tube approximation for the small scale ETG turbulence and a global approach for the
ion scale turbulence. Although cross-scale interaction can not be ruled out, fully self-
consistent multiscale simulations must await a large dedicated computer allocation.
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls17
−0.15−0.10−0.050.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
Parameter Variation
0.10
0.15
0.20
0.25
0.30
0.35
0.40
γ
(c
s
/a
)
Ti/Te
ηe,i(∇T ↑ ,∇n ↓ )
ηi(∇Ti ↑ ,∇Te ↓ )
No Impurity
Double Impurity Gradient
(92432) Global γ (kyρs =0.2)
Figure 5. Parameter sensitivities from global simulations at kyρs = 0.2 for JET-
ILW (92432). The x-axis denotes the fractional change (±15%) in various parameters
(annotated in the figure). All parameter variations are constructed to keep the
pressure fixed (e.g., the annotation ηi(∇Ti ↑,∇Te ↓) denotes an increase in ηi that
keeps pressure fixed by increasing the ion temperature gradient and decreasing the
electron temperature gradient). The instability clearly exhibits the expected parameter
dependences of an ITG mode. Sensitivity to impurities is demonstrated by the large
increase in growth rate (labeled No Impurity) observed when Be is not included.
Local neoclassical simulations are also carried out with Gene [53]. Detailed information
about the simulations for these various modes of operation is provided in Appendix A.
As will be described below, simulations find close agreement (except near the
separatrix) with carefully diagnosed [44] inter-ELM heat flux levels. Such agreement
is by no means a foregone conclusion and adds credence to the conclusions of this
paper. Several elements are necessary to achieve such realistic transport levels. (1)
Although the ITG turbulence described below is electrostatic and insensitive to β, some
level of electromagnetic effects (i.e. finite β) is necessary to suppress the low β electron
drift waves that would otherwise dominate (see discussion surrounding Fig. 6). For
other instabilities, like MTM and KBM, full electromagnetic effects (i.e., the precise
experimental value of β) would be required. (2) A global treatment is necessary to
capture the limited domain of the steep gradient region. This eliminates the large radial
structures that dominate local pedestal flux tube simulations and produce unrealistically
large transport levels. The mechanism is closely related to the those described, e.g., in
Ref. [47, 54]. (3) A global treatment is additionally necessary to quantitatively capture
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Figure 6. Growth rates from global simulations scanning β (not accounting for self-
consistent variation of the equilibrium) at kyρs = 0.2 for JET-ILW (92432) (black)
and JET-C (78697) (red) demonstrating the insensitivity of the slab ITG modes to
β. However, some level of electromagnetic effects are important to suppress a highly
unstable electrostatic mode that is manifest at low β. The profiles lie ∼ 40% below a
KBM limit, indicated by the sharp rise at higher β.
the effects of the radial variation of geometry, magnetic shear, and profiles. In our
experience the limited radial domain (2) is an absolute necessity, whereas many semi-
quantitative features can be captured with a local treatment that enforces a limited
radial domain (with Dirchlet boundary conditions) corresponding to the pedestal width,
as described in Refs. [15, 16].
5.1. ETG Turbulence: Comparison of JET-ILW and JET-C
Due to its small spatial scales, ETG turbulence is amenable to nonlinear local flux tube
simulations, which are described in this subsection. ETG simulations are sensitive to
not only temperature and density gradients, but also the temperature ratio and Zeff , all
of which are taken directly from the best available experimental estimates. In agreement
with earlier work [55, 56, 50, 15], the pedestal ETG turbulence described here is slab-like
and isotropic, in contrast with the streamer-dominated core ETG turbulence.
Consistent with the large difference in pedestal ηe, JET-ILW (92432) produces
order of magnitude larger gyroBohm-normalized ETG heat fluxes than JET-C (78697),
as shown in Fig. 7 (top) for three points in the pedestal. The electron gyroBohm
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normalization [50] using the electron thermal velocity, electron gyroradius, and electron
temperature gradient scale lengths appears to be very appropriate, as it produces
(roughly) order-unity fluxes. As noted, for example, in Refs. [57, 16, 17], ETG is
sensitively dependent on Zeff , which tends to be lower in JET-ILW than JET-C and
would improve with increased Zeff associated with impurity seeding.
Although the normalized quantities differ by an order of magnitude, the raw heat
transport is much more comparable between the two cases, as shown in Fig. 7 (bottom),
which shows the ETG heat transport in units of MW. Notably, as a fraction of the total
heat flux, the ETG transport is roughly equal for JET-ILW (92432) and JET-C (78697)
(recall that the inter-ELM power losses are approximately twice as large for 92432—see
Table 1). The fact that, despite widely varying gradients and gyroBohm fluxes, the two
systems produce transport levels comparable to the experiment strongly suggests that
ETG is an important transport mechanism in the JET pedestal.
5.2. ITG Turbulence in the JET-ILW Pedestal
In this section we describe the ion scale ITG turbulence, which may be the transport
mechanism that is most distinctive to JET-ILW and responsible for its differences from
standard pedestal regimes (JET-C and other experiments). Although ITG turbulence
is the major ion-scale instability in this JET-ILW discharge (92432), many of the
dynamics may apply to other ion scale electrostatic modes like electron drift waves
and TEM. Within the framework described in Sec. 2, such turbulence is likely robustly
suppressed in both JET-C and other experiments (metal wall and otherwise). For
smaller experiments (i.e., higher ρ∗), ion scale transport is typically suppressed by the
correspondingly stronger E × B shear rates. Whereas for JET-C, such turbulence is
likely suppressed due to some combination of reduced η, stronger shear rates (due to
steep gradients), and stronger ion dilution from C impurities.
The ITG turbulence described below is similar to that investigated in detail
in Refs. [16, 17, 40]: slab-like ITG turbulence that closely follows basic theoretical
predictions for its response to shear flow [40]. In some simulations, β was reduced
(up to 40%) in order to avoid numerical instabilities. Linear and nonlinear simulations
verified that this reduction did not change the properties of the transport, since the slab
ITG turbulence is insensitive to β (see, e.g., Fig. 6). Simulations span from just inside
the pedestal top to near the separatrix (ρtor = 0.94 − 0.995, closely corresponding to
the range shown in Fig. 1) with narrow regions at each end dedicated to a buffer zone
where gradients are smoothly flattened and fluctuations are gradually set to zero (see
Appendix A for simulation details).
In order to realistically model the turbulence, the flow shear must be properly
accounted for. Direct measurements of the radial electric field Er and parallel flow V||
were not available for this discharge. Consequently, we estimate Er using the standard
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neoclassical formula [58],
V|| = −
RBφ
ZeB
(
1
ni
dPi
dψ
+ Ze
dΦ0
dψ
− k||
B2
< B >2
dTi
dψ
)
(4)
where V|| is the parallel flow, R is major radius, Bφ is the poloidal magnetic field, Pi is
ion pressure, Φ0 is the electrostatic potential, and ψ is the normalized poloidal magnetic
flux (readers are referred to Ref. [58] for more detailed definitions, e.g., of k||). Since
there is no measurement available, we use the approximation V|| = 0, which is justified
by the experimental observation [59] that in the pedestal the dominant balance in Eq. 4
is between the radial electric field and the gradients. Note that the Dopper shift in
the pedestal is in the electron diamagnetic direction and thus opposite to that of the
bulk plasma rotation in the core, so the inclusion of V|| would be expected to slightly
decrease the net Doppler shift. We have calculated the effect of V|| for similar JET-
ILW discharges and find that it reduces the Doppler shift by a few ten percent (varying
widely over the pedestal) and reduces the shear rate by 0− 15%—i.e., it would produce
a quantitative but not qualitative change in the turbulence.
The shear rate used in Gene is a flux function defined as
γGENE =
ρtor
q
d
dρtor
Er
BθR
, (5)
where ρtor is the square root of the normalized toroidal flux. For global Gene
simulations, the shear rate varies radially over the box and includes a region of zero
shear as seen in Fig. 1 (e) (see Ref. [40] for a detailed discussion of pedestal E × B
shear).
Fig. 8 shows the resulting heat transport for several variations of the simulations
inputs. The first two columns probe sensitivity to impurities by exploring the two
limiting assumptions for impurity content: first, that the diagnosed value of Zeff is
fully attributable to beryllium (i.e. maximum ion dilution), which is the material of the
first wall, and second, that it is attributable to fully stripped nickel (i.e., minimal ion
dilution). Both treatments produce experimentally relevant transport levels. The high
sensitivity to ion dilution is demonstrated by the nearly three times increase in transport
for the low dilution assumption. The precise impurity mixture cannot be precisely
determined experimentally, so that the most realistic transport estimate is expected to
lie somewhere between these two bounds. The third column in Fig. 8 demonstrates
sensitivity to the ion temperature gradient via a simulation using Ti = Te, effectively
increasing the ion temperature gradient by an average of 19% over the pedestal (Ref. [46]
suggests that main ion temperature gradients may be larger than those inferred from
impurity temperatures). These simulations suggest that ion scale ITG turbulence (1)
contributes experimentally relevant levels of transport, (2) is sensitive to impurity
content, and (3) limits the ion temperature gradient and by extension the pedestal
top temperature.
The fourth (Be) and fifth (Ni) columns in Fig. 8 show the sum of ion scale ITG
transport, single scale ETG transport (with nominal profiles fourth and a 15 % reduction
in ηe fifth), and neoclassical transport, demonstrating two plausible combinations that
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recover power balance. The ETG and neoclassical transport are averaged over three
points in the pedestal (ρtor = 0.965, 0.975, 0.985), and the global ion scale transport is
taken to be the average from ρtor = 0.96 − 0.99. The radial dependence of the fluxes
is shown in Fig. 9. For all transport channels, the fluxes decrease toward the outer
region of the pedestal. The total transport closely matches power balance in the mid
and upper pedestal but underpredicts near the separatrix. The discrepancy may be due
to sensitivities to uncertain inputs (profile fits, impurity content, etc.), or alternatively
an additional transport mechanism (e.g., blobs) that depends intrinsically on cross-
separatrix dynamics. The estimated inter-ELM power loss (11.6 MW) is also shown in
Figs. 8,9. Estimating this inter-ELM power loss,
Psep = Pabs − Prad −
dW
dt
, (6)
involves a careful accounting of the radiation from the confined plasma (Prad), time-
averaged ELM losses (dW/dt), and total absorbed heating power (Pabs) [44]. The time-
averaged ELM loss power and the radiated power each account for about a third of the
total loss power. Hence, the transport loss power between ELMs is substantially lower
than the total power absorbed.
5.3. Ion Scale Turbulence in JET-C
Global ion scale simulations for JET-C (78697) proved challenging due to two factors.
First, at realistic values of β, simulations either encountered numerical instabilities or
(possibly related) proved extremely challenging due to the presence of MTM at low
ky. Second, low β simulations seeking to avoid these challenges were polluted by the
spurious electrostatic electron drift waves that are suppressed by electromagnetic effects
(described in Sec. 4, see Fig. 6). Stable simulations were achieved via a combined
reduction of β (by a factor of four) and the electron temperature gradient (by 30%).
These changes served the intended purpose of suppressing numerical instabilities, MTM,
and the low β electron drift wave while leaving the ITG growth rates unchanged. The
resulting transport, shown in the last column of Fig. 8, is composed almost entirely of
electron heat flux, demonstrating the full suppression of ITG turbulence. A substantial
fraction of the heat flux is electromagnetic, suggesting that some MTM activity persists
even at this low value of β. Due to the substantial parameter modifications, which,
in particular, affect the MTM instabilities, this simulation should not be considered
a high-fidelity reproduction of the pedestal turbulence. Nonetheless, it is sufficient to
demonstrate the full suppression of ITG fluctuations in contrast with the JET-ILW
(92432) pedestal described above. This suppression was to be expected in light of the
low ITG growth rates (Fig. 3) and high shear rates (Fig. 1 (e)) for 78697.
5.4. Stiffness and Shear Rate Scaling
Typically ion heat flux in the pedestal is thought to be reduced to near-neoclassical
levels [60, 61]. This is consistent with the JET-C (78697) simulations described above.
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In contrast, the JET-ILW (92432) simulations described above predict that neoclassical
transport produces only between 30−70% of the ion heat flux (note that ETG remains a
major, possibly dominant, transport mechanism). Notably, consistent with the present
study, a separate dedicated study of neoclassical transport for JET-ILW concludes that
the neoclassical ion heat flux is low and unlikely to account for the experimental ion
heat flux [29].
Since neoclassical processes have generally been thought to account for pedestal
ion heat flux, the addition of ITG turbulence would represent a qualitative change with
respect to conventional pedestal regimes. One implication is a substantial increase in
stiffness (i.e. response of flux to gradients). This is demonstrated in Fig. 10, which
shows the relative stiffness of ETG, ITG, and neoclassical heat transport. In contrast
with neoclassical transport, ETG and ITG turbulence exhibit a high degree of stiffness.
Note that this high gradient ITG simulation shown in Fig. 10 does not account for the
increase in E × B shear, which decrease to some degree the observed stiffness.
The addition of ITG transport will also introduce a new ρ∗ sensitivity via the
dependence of ITG transport on E × B shear rates. Previous gyrokinetic studies
have found that MTM, ETG, and neoclassical transport in the pedestal closely
follow gyroBohm ρ∗ scaling (Q ∝ ρ
2
∗), which in turn closely follows empirical scaling
laws [16, 17]. In these studies, pedestal ITG, on the other hand, was found to be strongly
shear suppressed at high ρ∗ but exhibited a very unfavorable ρ∗ scaling, becoming non-
negligible in the regimes of relevance for JET-ILW (low shear, high growth rates).
Ref. [40] examines in detail this scaling of pedestal ITG transport on ρ∗ and
E × B shear. Since the pedestal ITG turbulence is slab like, many recent shear
suppression models, which are oriented around the core-relevant toroidal picture, are less
applicable and early slab decorrelation theories become highly relevant. In particular,
the decorrelation theory described in Ref. [62, 63] finds excellent agreement with
simulations and predicts the scaling Q/QGB ∝ γ
−2
E×B. The ITG turbulence studied
here also finds good agreement with this scaling as seen in Fig. 11, which shows
Q/QGB ∝ γ
−1.7
E×B for the ion heat flux channel, and Q/QGB ∝ γ
−1.55
E×B for the total ion
scale transport. We emphasize that this scaling applies only to the ITG component
of the transport. The total transport typically has large contributions from gyroBohm
mechanisms like ETG, MTM, and neoclassical. Such was the case described in Ref. [16],
where gyrokinetic simulations reproduced experimentally identified ρ∗ scaling [64] above
a certain threshold in ρ∗.
To put the ρ∗ scaling in context, the ITG transport would be up to 6 times stronger
for JET than for a system matching other dimensionless parameters and pedestal
gradients on DIII-D or AUG (assuming a factor of three difference in ρ∗). Likewise,
within JET operational bounds, a factor of ∼ 2 difference in ITG transport could be
expected (assuming a factor of∼ 1.5 variation in ρ∗ [65]). The scaling could be even more
severe if pedestal growth rates are enhanced at low ρ∗, e.g., by changes to the density
profile in connection with more stringent operational constraints necessary to mitigate
more energetic ELMs. These dynamics are plausible contributing factors to both the
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more-severe confinement degradation (at least early in JET-ILW operation) due to metal
walls on JET than AUG [12] and the degradation on JET at low ρ∗. Moreover, although
no rigorous predictions can be made, these trends may portend a fundamental regime
change for the ITER pedestal [17]. Notably, such a change has also been described in
Ref. [66], where the decrease in shear rate was found to result in streamers near the
separatrix that broaden the SOL width. Successful sustainment of the ITER pedestal
may require pedestal profile manipulation targeted at decreasing pedestal growth rates
and/or increasing pedestal shear rates. Fortunately, due to the complex parameter
dependences of drift-type microinstabilities, there exist many prospective routes toward
such manipulation, which should be vigorously pursued.
5.5. ITG Particle Pinch
Particle fueling and transport in the pedestal remain large open questions, with some
estimates predicting that an edge particle pinch or pellet fueling may be required to
fuel ITER [67, 68]. Here we discuss the potential role of ITG in pedestal particle
transport. The two best candidates for pedestal particle transport are (1) KBM, which
produces only diffusion, and (2) ITG (or other ion scale electrostatic modes), which
is versatile enough to produce any combination of pinch and diffusion depending on
the details of the parameter regime [69]. Interestingly, the ITG turbulence simulated
in this work finds itself very near the point of balanced pinch and diffusion, as shown
in Fig. 12, which shows the particle transport from global nonlinear simulations over
density gradient scans for two JET-ILW (92432) simulations: the nominal profiles with
Be (see first column in Fig. 8) and the case with Ti = Te (see third column in Fig. 8).
The scans shown in Fig. 12 entail a 10% increase in the density gradient scale length
with a corresponding decrease in temperature gradients calculated to keep pressure
fixed. Notably, with this moderate change, the transport transitions from negative to
positive (or nearly so) for all both cases. This suggests that the ITG turbulence may be
responsible for a particle pinch early in the ELM cycle and evolves to a state of balanced
pinch and diffusion set by the properties of the ITG mode. More thorough analysis of
these dynamics would rely on detailed examination of inter-ELM profile evolution in
connection with edge modeling to estimate particle sources, which will be the topic of
future work.
This ITG mechanism may be distinct to JET-ILW or may be operative in other
pedestal scenarios. Since the other transport mechanisms (ETG and MTM) produce
negligible particle transport, KBM and/or ITG may operate at low fluctuation levels
(negligible for heat flux) and still mediate the density profile.
6. Summary and Discussion
This paper describes a comparison between the gyrokinetic instabilities and resulting
transport produced in two representative JET-C and JET-ILW pedestals (shots 92432
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and 78697, respectively). The two discharges were selected to have high confinement at
high current. They have similar values for many relevant parameters (β, Ip, B, etc.)
while retaining the distinguishing features of JET-C and JET-ILW, notably, decreased
pedestal top temperature for JET-ILW. A comparison of the profiles and heating power
reveals a stark qualitative difference between the discharges: JET-ILW (92432) requires
twice the heating power to sustain roughly half the temperature gradient of JET-
C (78697). This points to the heat transport as a central feature of the dynamics
underlying the limitations on the JET-ILW pedestal. This paper focuses on the relevant
heat transport mechanisms, their important parameter dependences, and the interplay
between these transport mechanisms and observed JET-ILW dynamics.
This work builds on Ref. [16] and expands on those results by, among other
things, (1) directly comparing JET-ILW with JET-C pedestal transport, (2) using an
experimentally diagnosed ion temperature profile, (3) employing global electromagnetic
nonlinear gyrokinetic simulations, (4) identifying direct connections between MTMs and
magnetic fluctuations in JET-C, and (5) identifying an ITG particle pinch. It reinforces
the following emerging JET-ILW pedestal transport paradigm, which is proposed for
further study. ILW conditions modify the density pedestal in ways that preferentially
decrease the pedestal density gradient. This is attributable to some combination of
direct effects of the metal wall on particle sources and the gas puffing necessary to
mitigate W contamination. The modification to the density profile increases ηi and
ηe, thereby producing more robust ITG and ETG instability which, in turn, limit
the pedestal temperature and demand more heating power to achieve good pedestal
performance. The decreased density gradient also decreases the flow shear rate, doubly
enhancing the ion scale transport. The resulting decrease in pedestal temperature
generally produces less favorable MHD stability and ultimately limits the pressure
pedestal as well. This paradigm points to understanding and manipulating SOL and
pedestal density as the key to optimizing pedestal performance for JET-ILW.
Nonlinear simulations of ETG and ITG transport for JET-ILW (92432), in
combination with neoclassical ion heat flux, are compatible with carefully diagnosed
inter-ELM heat losses. Global nonlinear simulations predict that ITG transport
accounts for between ∼ 17−47% of the inter-ELM transport depending on assumptions
regarding impurity content. There are considerable uncertainties involved in diagnosing
the ion temperature profile. Despite these uncertainties, the ILW equilbrium studied
here clearly lies in a regime that, in comparison to standard pedestal scenarios,
favors ITG turbulence. Consequently, these predictions of ITG turbulence should be
taken seriously and be subject to continued examination via theory/simulation and
experiment.
ITG and ETG turbulence are sensitive to the density gradient, impurities and
ion dilution, and ITG is additionally sensitive to flow shear. Anomalous transport from
these sources of temperature gradient driven turbulence could help explain several JET-
ILW trends including: the strong limitation on accessible pedestal top temperatures;
the observed degradation at high current / field (i.e. low ρ∗); and the increased
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confinement observed with impurity seeding. Scans of E × B shear predict the scaling
Qi/QGB ∝ ρ
−1.7
∗ , finding close agreement with the scaling predicted by fundamental
theory [40] and suggesting that, if a/LT i is fixed and above the ITG threshold, ITG
turbulence will increase in impact as ρ∗ decreases. Note that this scaling is only predicted
for the ITG component of the transport and not the total transport, which also includes
substantial contributions from ETG. The presence of ITG also has potential implications
for pedestal particle transport and pedestal density structure; nonlinear simulations
scanning the density gradient find ITG to be in a regime of closely balanced pinch and
diffusion, suggesting that it may be responsible for an inter-ELM particle pinch. To the
extent that the JET-ILW pedestal is characterized by high η and low E×B shear, it lies
in a unique parameter regime among present-day experiments that favors the excitation
of ITG turbulence in the pedestal.
In contrast with JET-ILW (92432), our analysis suggests that JET-C (78697) is
much more conventional in its composition of pedestal transport mechanisms, with
heat transport dominated by a combination of ETG and MTM. ETG simulations
predict substantial levels of transport in the pedestal (roughly half the inter-ELM power
loss). MTMs are identified in global linear simulations and find close connections with
washboard modes, which have long been observed in JET fluctuation data. A detailed
comparison between MTM and magnetic spectrograms will be presented in a future
paper. This mix of ETG and MTM transport appears to be quite common in the
pedestal, and is similar to the findings of Ref. [18], which report similar analysis of two
DIII-D discharges. Moreover, the MTMs observed here are similar to those reported in
a gyrokinetic analysis of another JET-ILW shot [15]. In short, there is growing evidence
that MTM is a common pedestal fluctuation across different operating scenarios on
several machines.
The results described here are not in direct conflict with MHD-centric models of
the pedestal like EPED. Such models may be consistent with the pre-ELM pressure
pedestal structure and yet have limited predictive or explanatory power for scenarios
like JET-ILW. For example, EPED uses pedestal top density as an input to the model.
Consequently it is incapable of predicting or interpreting the observed JET-ILW changes
in pedestal top density (note that a generalization of this framework has been developed
for JET to get around such limitations [70]). Moreover, the question of the increased
demand for heating power on JET-ILW is outside the scope of the EPED model. The
main intersection of this work with EPED is analysis of KBM stability. In our analysis,
KBM is found in local but not global simulations. The discrepancy can be attributed to
the fact that the local mode structure is too broad radially to fit inside the narrow radial
domain of the pedestal and thus would not be manifest in a global simulation. We note
also, some remaining limitations in the global treatment, notably, the absence of the kink
term and neglecting the vacuum solution beyond the separatrix. A possible indication
of MHD activity is the clamping of the pressure profile midway through the ELM cycle.
However, due to the underlying properties of MHD modes, such modes would be limited
to constraining the pressure profile by preferential producing transport in the most-
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weakly driven channel (particles). Consequently, KBM and other MHD modes can be
eliminated as major heat transport mechanisms that constrain the JET-ILW pedestal
temperature.
In summary, this work provides a framework for understanding the changes to
pedestal transport that arise due to the ILW and limit the pedestal temperature. This
framework has the potential to inform pedestal optimization for JET-ILW and beyond
and should be subject to ongoing examination by theory, computation, and experiment.
Appendix A. Numerical setup of gyrokinetic simulations
This work exploited several Gene modes of operation (local, global, linear, nonlinear,
neoclassical), each with distinct numerical demands. Numerical details of the
simulations are described in this appendix. All simulations were electromagnetic and
employed Landau-Boltzmann collision operator with physical collision frequencies.
Appendix A.1. Global Simulations
Global simulations use 320 radial grid points and span the domain shown in Fig. 1:
ρtor = 0.94 − 0.995. This corresponds to approximately 50 sound gyroradii (with the
gyroradius calculated at the center of the radial domain). Dirichlet boundary conditions
were enforced at the radial boundaries and transition regions were implemented (15 % on
each side) over which gradients are smoothly set to zero and Krook damping smoothly
ramps up to set fluctuations to zero at the boundary. In nonlinear simulations, particle
and heat sources (with coefficients of 0.05 in the normalized time units) were employed
to fix the gradients at their background values.
Global simulations used 48 Fourier modes in ky, with a minimum wavenumber
ky,min = 0.041 (i.e. ky ranges from 0.0 to 1.9). Hyperdiffusion (6th order) was employed
for ky modes in order to damp high ky ETG modes. The hyperdiffusion was tuned to
eliminate high ky electron modes while leaving the low ky ion scale turbulence unaffected.
Multiscale effects remain an open question in the pedestal and such simulations should
be a high future priority to determine what, if any, affects of cross-scale coupling are
important. In the parallel z, parallel velocity v||, and magnetic moment µ (i.e. squared
perpendicular velocity), (64, 64, 24) grid points were used, respectively. The parallel
domain was from −pi to pi (poloidal angle), the parallel velocity domain was −4 to
4 (normalized to
√
Te/mi), and the µ coordinate ranges from 0 to 11 (normalized to
Te/B0).
Numerical instabilities were encountered in some nonlinear global simulations, often
after a substantial period of nonlinear saturation. In such cases β was slightly reduced
and the simulations were extended successfully with no instability. For the simulations
of shot 92432, minor reductions succeded in extending the duration of the simulations
and a 40% reduction appeared to eliminate the numerical instability. These reductions
in β had no effect on turbulence levels since the ITG modes of interest are insensitive
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to β in this regime (see Fig. 6). The simulations of shot 78697 were more challenging.
Minor reductions (a few ten percent) of β were not sufficient to eliminate the numerical
instability. Larger reductions in β (> 50%) eliminitated numerical instabilities but
placed the system in the regime of spurious electron drift modes discussed in the context
of Fig. 6.
Convergence tests in all coordinates were conducted by comparing simulation results
through the initial saturation period and ensuring minimal changes with increases in
resolution.
Appendix A.2. Flux Tube ETG Simulations
Single scale ETG simulations with adiabatic ions were conducted for both JET-C
and JET-ILW using the local flux tube approximation. 240, 36, 8 grid points in the
z, v||, µ coordinates, with a radial wavenumber grid resolving from kx,minρs = 2.6 to
kx,maxρs = 164 and a wavenumber grid in the y coordinate resolving from ky,minρs = 5
to ky,maxρs = 235. The parallel domain was from −pi to pi (poloidal angle), the parallel
velocity domain was −3 to 3, and the µ coordinate ranges from 0 to 9. These simulations
relied on convergence tests carried out in the course of earlier work [15].
Appendix A.3. Local Linear Simulations
Local linear simulations used 96, 48, 16 grid points in the z, v||, µ coordinates along with
13 kx modes. The parallel grid resolution was increased substantially (& 240) for ETG
simulations. The parallel domain was from −pi to pi (poloidal angle), the parallel velocity
domain was −3 to 3, and the µ coordinate ranges from 0 to 9.
Appendix A.4. Neoclassical Simulations
Local neoclassical simulations used 48, 96, 48 grid points in the z, v||, µ coordinates. The
parallel domain was from −pi to pi (poloidal angle), the parallel velocity domain was −3
to 3, and the µ coordinate ranges from 0 to 9.
Acknowledgements.– This research used resources of the National Energy Research
Scientific Computing Center, a DOE Office of Science User Facility; the Texas Advanced
Computing Center (TACC) at The University of Texas at Austin. We acknowledge the
CINECA award under the ISCRA initiative, for the availability of high performance
computing resources and support. We wish to acknowledge several members of the
Gene development team, including F. S. Jenko, T. G/“orler, D. Told, and A. Ban˜o´n
Navarro, for useful support and discussion. This work was supported by U.S. DOE
Contract No. DE-FG02-04ER54742 and U.S. DOE Office of Fusion Energy Sciences
Scientific Discovery through Advanced Computing (SciDAC) program under Award
Number DE-SC0018429. This work has been carried out within the framework of
the EUROfusion Consortium and has received funding from the Euratom research
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls28
and training programme 2014-2018 under grant agreement No 633053. The views and
opinions expressed herein do not necessarily reflect those of the European Commission.
Appendix B. References
[1] V. Philipps, Ph. Mertens, G.F. Matthews, and H. Maier. Overview of the jet iter-like wall project.
Fusion Engineering and Design, 85(7):1581 – 1586, 2010. Proceedings of the Ninth International
Symposium on Fusion Nuclear Technology.
[2] G F Matthews, M Beurskens, S Brezinsek, M Groth, E Joffrin, A Loving, M Kear, M-L Mayoral,
R Neu, P Prior, V Riccardo, F Rimini, M Rubel, G Sips, E Villedieu, P de Vries, M L Watkins,
and EFDA-JET contributors. Jet iter-like walloverview and experimental programme. Physica
Scripta, 2011(T145):014001, 2011.
[3] F. Wagner, G. Becker, K. Behringer, D. Campbell, A. Eberhagen, W. Engelhardt, G. Fussmann,
O. Gehre, J. Gernhardt, G. v. Gierke, G. Haas, M. Huang, F. Karger, M. Keilhacker, O. Klu¨ber,
M. Kornherr, K. Lackner, G. Lisitano, G. G. Lister, H. M. Mayer, D. Meisel, E. R. Mu¨ller,
H. Murmann, H. Niedermeyer, W. Poschenrieder, H. Rapp, H. Ro¨hr, F. Schneider, G. Siller,
E. Speth, A. Sta¨bler, K. H. Steuer, G. Venus, O. Vollmer, and Z. Yu¨. Regime of improved
confinement and high beta in neutral-beam-heated divertor discharges of the asdex tokamak.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 49:1408–1412, Nov 1982.
[4] C. Giroud, G.P. Maddison, S. Jachmich, F. Rimini, M.N.A. Beurskens, I. Balboa, S. Brezinsek,
R. Coelho, J.W. Coenen, L. Frassinetti, E. Joffrin, M. Oberkofler, M. Lehnen, Y. Liu, S. Marsen,
K. McCormick, A. Meigs, R. Neu, B. Sieglin, G. van Rooij, G. Arnoux, P. Belo, M. Brix,
M. Clever, I. Coffey, S. Devaux, D. Douai, T. Eich, J. Flanagan, S. Grnhagen, A. Huber,
M. Kempenaars, U. Kruezi, K. Lawson, P. Lomas, C. Lowry, I. Nunes, A. Sirinnelli, A.C.C. Sips,
M. Stamp, S. Wiesen, and JET-EFDA contributors. Impact of nitrogen seeding on confinement
and power load control of a high-triangularity jet elmy h-mode plasma with a metal wall. Nuclear
Fusion, 53(11):113025, 2013.
[5] M N A Beurskens, J Schweinzer, C Angioni, A Burckhart, C D Challis, I Chapman, R Fischer,
J Flanagan, L Frassinetti, C Giroud, J Hobirk, E Joffrin, A Kallenbach, M Kempenaars,
M Leyland, P Lomas, G Maddison, M Maslov, R McDermott, R Neu, I Nunes, T Osborne,
F Ryter, S Saarelma, P A Schneider, P Snyder, G Tardini, E Viezzer, E Wolfrum, the ASDEX
Upgrade Team, and JET-EFDA Contributors. The effect of a metal wall on confinement in jet
and asdex upgrade. Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion, 55(12):124043, 2013.
[6] E. Joffrin, M. Baruzzo, M. Beurskens, C. Bourdelle, S. Brezinsek, J. Bucalossi, P. Buratti,
G. Calabro, C.D. Challis, M. Clever, J. Coenen, E. Delabie, R. Dux, P. Lomas, E. de la Luna,
P. de Vries, J. Flanagan, L. Frassinetti, D. Frigione, C. Giroud, M. Groth, N. Hawkes, J. Hobirk,
M. Lehnen, G. Maddison, J. Mailloux, C.F. Maggi, G. Matthews, M. Mayoral, A. Meigs,
R. Neu, I. Nunes, T. Puetterich, F. Rimini, M. Sertoli, B. Sieglin, A.C.C. Sips, G. van Rooij,
I. Voitsekhovitch, and JET-EFDA Contributors. First scenario development with the jet new
iter-like wall. Nuclear Fusion, 54(1):013011, 2014.
[7] M.J. Leyland, M.N.A. Beurskens, L. Frassinetti, C. Giroud, S. Saarelma, P.B. Snyder, J. Flanagan,
S. Jachmich, M. Kempenaars, P. Lomas, G. Maddison, R. Neu, I. Nunes, and K.J. Gibson. The
H-mode pedestal structure and its role on confinement in JET with a carbon and metal wall.
Nuclear Fusion, 55(1):013019, January 2015.
[8] C.F. Maggi, S. Saarelma, F.J. Casson, C. Challis, E. de la Luna, L. Frassinetti, C. Giroud,
E. Joffrin, J. Simpson, M. Beurskens, I. Chapman, J. Hobirk, M. Leyland, P. Lomas, C. Lowry,
I. Nunes, F. Rimini, A.C.C. Sips, and H. Urano. Pedestal confinement and stability in jet-ilw
elmy h-modes. Nuclear Fusion, 55(11):113031, 2015.
[9] C Giroud, S Jachmich, P Jacquet, A Jrvinen, E Lerche, F Rimini, L Aho-Mantila, N Aiba,
I Balboa, P Belo, C Angioni, M Beurskens, S Brezinsek, F J Casson, I Coffey, G Cunningham,
E Delabie, S Devaux, P Drewelow, L Frassinetti, A Figueiredo, A Huber, J Hillesheim,
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls29
L Garzotti, M Goniche, M Groth, Hyun-Tae Kim, M Leyland, P Lomas, G Maddison, S Marsen,
G Matthews, A Meigs, S Menmuir, T Puetterich, G van Rooij, S Saarelma, M Stamp, H Urano,
A Webster, and JET EFDA Contributors. Progress at JET in integrating ITER-relevant core
and edge plasmas within the constraints of an ITER-like wall. Plasma Physics and Controlled
Fusion, 57(3):035004, March 2015.
[10] Hyun-Tae Kim, M Romanelli, I Voitsekhovitch, T Koskela, J Conboy, C Giroud, G Maddison,
E Joffrin, and JET contributors. Comparative analysis of core heat transport of jet high
density h-mode plasmas in carbon wall and iter-like wall. Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion,
57(6):065002, 2015.
[11] I Nunes and the JET Contributors. Plasma confinement at jet. Plasma Physics and Controlled
Fusion, 58(1):014034, 2016.
[12] M. N. A. Beurskens, L. Frassinetti, C. Challis, C. Giroud, S. Saarelma, B. Alper, C. Angioni,
P. Bilkova, C. Bourdelle, S. Brezinsek, P. Buratti, G. Calabro, T. Eich, J. Flanagan,
E. Giovannozzi, M. Groth, J. Hobirk, E. Joffrin, M. J. Leyland, P. Lomas, E. de la
Luna, M. Kempenaars, G. Maddison, C. Maggi, P. Mantica, M. Maslov, G. Matthews, M.-
L. Mayoral, R. Neu, I. Nunes, T. Osborne, F. Rimini, R. Scannell, E.R. Solano, P. B.
Snyder, I. Voitsekhovitch, Peter de Vries, and JET-EFDA Contributors. Global and pedestal
confinement in JET with a Be/W metallic wall. Nuclear Fusion, 54(4):043001, 2014.
[13] F. Jenko, W. Dorland, M. Kotschenreuther, and B.N. Rogers. Electron temperature gradient
driven turbulence. Phys. Plasmas, 7:1904, 2000.
[14] T. Grler, X. Lapillonne, S. Brunner, T. Dannert, F. Jenko, F. Merz, and D. Told. The
global version of the gyrokinetic turbulence code GENE. Journal of Computational Physics,
230(18):7053–7071, August 2011.
[15] D. R. Hatch, M. Kotschenreuther, S. Mahajan, P. Valanju, F. Jenko, D. Told, T. Grler,
and S. Saarelma. Microtearing turbulence limiting the JET-ILW pedestal. Nuclear Fusion,
56(10):104003, 2016.
[16] D. R. Hatch, M. Kotschenreuther, S. Mahajan, P. Valanju, and X. Liu. A gyrokinetic perspective
on the JET-ILW pedestal. Nuclear Fusion, 57(3):036020, 2017.
[17] M. Kotschenreuther, D. R. Hatch, S. Mahajan, P. Valanju, L. Zheng, and X. Liu. Pedestal
transport in H-mode plasmas for fusion gain. 57(6).
[18] M. Kotschenreuther et al. Fingerprint paper. 57(6).
[19] D. Dickinson, C. M. Roach, S. Saarelma, R. Scannell, A. Kirk, and H. R. Wilson. Kinetic
instabilities that limit β in the edge of a tokamak plasma: A picture of an h-mode pedestal.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 108:135002, Mar 2012.
[20] S. Saarelma, M.N.A. Beurskens, D. Dickinson, L. Frassinetti, M.J. Leyland, C.M. Roach, and
EFDA-JET Contributors. Mhd and gyro-kinetic stability of jet pedestals. Nuclear Fusion,
53(12):123012, 2013.
[21] J C Hillesheim, D Dickinson, C M Roach, S Saarelma, R Scannell, A Kirk, N A Crocker,
W A Peebles, H Meyer, and the MAST Team. Intermediate- k density and magnetic field
fluctuations during inter-elm pedestal evolution in mast. Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion,
58(1):014020, 2016.
[22] E. Wolfrum, M. Beurskens, M. G. Dunne, L. Frassinetti, X. Gao, C. Giroud, J. Hughes, T. Lunt,
R. Maingi, T. Osborne, M. Reinke, and H. Urano. Impact of wall materials and seeding gases on
the pedestal and on core plasma performance. Nuclear Materials and Energy, 12:18–27, August
2017.
[23] E. Stefanikova, L. Frassinetti, S. Saarelma, A. Loarte, I. Nunes, L. Garzotti, P. Lomas, F. Rimini,
P. Drewelow, U. Kruezi, B. Lomanowski, E. de la Luna, L. Meneses, M. Peterka, B. Viola,
C. Giroud, C. Maggi, and JET contributors. Effect of the relative shift between the electron
density and temperature pedestal position on the pedestal stability in jet-ilw and comparison
with jet-c. Nuclear Fusion, 58(5):056010, 2018.
[24] P.B. Snyder, R.J. Groebner, A.W. Leonard, T.H. Osborne, and H.R. Wilson. Development and
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls30
validation of a predictive model for the pedestal height. Phys. Plasmas, 16:056118, 2009.
[25] P.B. Snyder, N. Aiba, M. Beurskens, R.J. Groebner, L.D. Horton, A.E. Hubbard, J.W. Hughes,
G.T.A. Huysmans, Y. Kamada, A. Kirk, C. Konz, A.W. Leonard, J. Lonnroth, C.F. Maggi,
R. Maingi, T.H. Osborne, N. Oyama, A. Pankin, S. Saarelma, G. Saibene, J.L. Terry, H. Urano,
and H.R. Wilson. Pedestal stability comparison and ITER pedestal prediction. Nucl. Fusion,
49:085035, 2009.
[26] C. Bowman, D. Dickinson, L. Horvath, A.E. Lunniss, H.R. Wilson, I. Cziegler, L. Frassinetti,
K. Gibson, A. Kirk, B. Lipschultz, C.F. Maggi, C.M. Roach, S. Saarelma, P.B. Snyder,
A. Thornton, A. Wynn, and JET Contributors. Pedestal evolution physics in low triangularity
jet tokamak discharges with iter-like wall. Nuclear Fusion, 58(1):016021, 2018.
[27] N. Aiba, C. Giroud, M. Honda, E. Delabie, S. Saarelma, L. Frassinetti, I. Lupelli, F.J. Casson,
S. Pamela, H. Urano, C.F. Maggi, and JET Contributors. Numerical analysis of elm stability
with rotation and ion diamagnetic drift effects in jet. Nuclear Fusion, 57(12):126001, 2017.
[28] N Aiba, S Pamela, M Honda, H Urano, C Giroud, E Delabie, L Frassinetti, I Lupelli, N Hayashi,
G Huijsmans, the JET Contributors, and JT-60SA Research Unit. Analysis of elm stability
with extended mhd models in jet, jt-60u and future jt-60sa tokamak plasmas. Plasma Physics
and Controlled Fusion, 60(1):014032, 2018.
[29] C Giroud and et al. Optimisation of jet-dt and iter operation by developing an understanding of
the role of low-z impurity on the h-mode pedestal. IAEA in preparation, 2018.
[30] M G Dunne, S Potzel, F Reimold, M Wischmeier, E Wolfrum, L Frassinetti, M Beurskens,
P Bilkova, M Cavedon, R Fischer, B Kurzan, F M Laggner, R M McDermott, G Tardini,
E Trier, E Viezzer, M Willensdorfer, The EUROfusion MST1 Team, and The ASDEX-Upgrade
Team. The role of the density profile in the asdex-upgrade pedestal structure. Plasma Physics
and Controlled Fusion, 59(1):014017, 2017.
[31] C. Angioni, J. Candy, E. Fable, M. Maslov, A. G. Peeters, R. E. Waltz, and H. Weisen. Particle
pinch and collisionality in gyrokinetic simulations of tokamak plasma turbulence. Physics of
Plasmas, 16(6):060702, 2009.
[32] J. D. Callen, R. J. Groebner, T. H. Osborne, J. M. Canik, L. W. Owen, A. Y. Pankin, T. Rafiq,
T. D. Rognlien, and W.M. Stacey. Analysis of pedestal plasma transport. Nuclear Fusion,
50(6):064004, 2010.
[33] L.D. Horton, A.V. Chankin, Y.P. Chen, G.D. Conway, D.P. Coster, T. Eich, E. Kaveeva, C. Konz,
B. Kurzan, J. Neuhauser, I. Nunes, M. Reich, V. Rozhansky, S. Saarelma, J. Schirmer,
J. Schweinzer, S. Voskoboynikov, E. Wolfrum, and the ASDEX Upgrade Team. Characterization
of the h-mode edge barrier at asdex upgrade. Nuclear Fusion, 45(8):856, 2005.
[34] A V Chankin, D P Coster, R Dux, Ch Fuchs, G Haas, A Herrmann, L D Horton, A Kallenbach,
M Kaufmann, Ch Konz, K Lackner, C Maggi, H W Mller, J Neuhauser, R Pugno, M Reich, and
W Schneider. Solps modelling of asdex upgrade h-mode plasma. Plasma Physics and Controlled
Fusion, 48(6):839, 2006.
[35] C. P. Perez, H. R. Koslowski, T. C. Hender, P. Smeulders, A. Loarte, P. J. Lomas, G. Saibene,
R. Sartori, M. Becoulet, T. Eich, and others. Washboard modes as ELM-related events in JET.
Plasma physics and controlled fusion, 46(1):61, 2003.
[36] A. Diallo, J. W. Hughes, M. Greenwald, B. LaBombard, E. Davis, S-G. Baek, C. Theiler,
P. Snyder, J. Canik, J. Walk, T. Golfinopoulos, J. Terry, M. Churchill, A. Hubbard, M. Porkolab,
L. Delgado-Aparicio, M. L. Reinke, A. White, and Alcator C-Mod team. Observation of edge
instability limiting the pedestal growth in tokamak plasmas. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112:115001, Mar
2014.
[37] A. Diallo, R. J. Groebner, T. L. Rhodes, D. J. Battaglia, D. R. Smith, T. H. Osborne, J. M. Canik,
W. Guttenfelder, and P. B. Snyder. Correlations between quasi-coherent fluctuations and the
pedestal evolution during the inter-edge localized modes phase on diii-d. Physics of Plasmas,
22(5):056111, 2015.
[38] F. M. Laggner, E. Wolfrum, M. Cavedon, F. Mink, E. Viezzer, M. G. Dunne, P. Manz,
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls31
H. Doerk, G. Birkenmeier, R. Fischer, S Fietz, M. Maraschek, M. Willensdorfer, F. Aumayr,
the EUROfusion MST1 Team, and the ASDEX Upgrade Team. High frequency magnetic
fluctuations correlated with the inter-ELM pedestal evolution in ASDEX Upgrade. Plasma
Physics and Controlled Fusion, 58(6):065005, 2016.
[39] C.F. Maggi, L. Frassinetti, L. Horvath, A. Lunniss, S. Saarelma, H. Wilson, J. Flanagan,
M. Leyland, I. Lupelli, S. Pamela, H. Urano, L. Garzotti, E. Lerche, I. Nunes, F. Rimini,
and JET Contributors. Studies of the pedestal structure and inter-elm pedestal evolution in jet
with the iter-like wall. Nuclear Fusion, 57(11):116012, 2017.
[40] D R Hatch, R D Hazeltine, M K Kotschenreuther, and S M Mahajan. Flow shear suppression of
pedestal ion temperature gradient turbulence-a first principles theoretical framework. Plasma
Physics and Controlled Fusion, 60(8):084003, 2018.
[41] A Bokshi, D Dickinson, C M Roach, and H R Wilson. The response of toroidal drift modes to
profile evolution: a model for small-elms in tokamak plasmas? Plasma Physics and Controlled
Fusion, 58(7):075011, 2016.
[42] S. Saarelma, A. Jrvinen, M. Beurskens, C. Challis, L. Frassinetti, C. Giroud, M. Groth, M. Leyland,
C. Maggi, and J. Simpson. The effects of impurities and core pressure on pedestal stability in
joint european torus (jet). Physics of Plasmas, 22(5):056115, 2015.
[43] Hyun-Tae Kim, A.C.C. Sips, M. Romanelli, C.D. Challis, F. Rimini, L. Garzotti, E. Lerche,
J. Buchanan, X. Yuan, S. Kaye, and JET contributors. High fusion performance at high t i / t
e in jet-ilw baseline plasmas with high nbi heating power and low gas puffing. Nuclear Fusion,
58(3):036020, 2018.
[44] A. R. Field, L. Frassinetti, C. Maggi, S. Saarelma, and JET contributors. Inter-elm power
losses and their dependence on pedestal parameters in jet-c and iter-like wall h-mode plasmas.
Proceedings of the 2018 EPS Conference, Prague, Czech Republic, 2018, 2018.
[45] S. R. Haskey, B. A. Grierson, L. Stagner, C. Chrystal, A. Ashourvan, A. Bortolon, M. D. Boyer,
K. H. Burrell, C. Collins, R. J. Groebner, D. H. Kaplan, and N. A. Pablant. Active spectroscopy
measurements of the deuterium temperature, rotation, and density from the core to scrape off
layer on the diii-d tokamak (invited). Review of Scientific Instruments, 89(10):10D110, 2018.
[46] S R Haskey, B A Grierson, C Chrystal, A Ashourvan, K H Burrell, R J Groebner, E A Belli,
L Stagner, D J Battaglia, T Stoltzfus-Dueck, and A Bortolon. Main ion and impurity edge
profile evolution across the l- to h-mode transition on diii-d. Plasma Physics and Controlled
Fusion, 60(10):105001, 2018.
[47] B. F. McMillan, X. Lapillonne, S. Brunner, L. Villard, S. Jolliet, A. Bottino, T. Grler, and F. Jenko.
System Size Effects on Gyrokinetic Turbulence. Physical Review Letters, 105(15), October 2010.
[48] M. A. Beer, S. C. Cowley, and G. W. Hammett. Fieldaligned coordinates for nonlinear simulations
of tokamak turbulence. Physics of Plasmas, 2(7):2687–2700, July 1995.
[49] E. Wang, X. Xu, J. Candy, R.J. Groebner, P.B. Snyder, Y. Chen, S.E. Parker, W. Wan, Gaimin
Lu, and J.Q. Dong. Linear gyrokinetic analysis of a DIII-D H-mode pedestal near the ideal
ballooning threshold. Nuclear Fusion, 52(10):103015, October 2012.
[50] D.R. Hatch, D. Told, F. Jenko, H. Doerk, M.G. Dunne, E. Wolfrum, E. Viezzer, The ASDEX
Upgrade Team, and M.J. Pueschel. Gyrokinetic study of ASDEX Upgrade inter-ELM pedestal
profile evolution. Nuclear Fusion, 55(6):063028, June 2015.
[51] J.M. Canik, W. Guttenfelder, R. Maingi, T.H. Osborne, S. Kubota, Y. Ren, R.E. Bell, H.W.
Kugel, B.P. LeBlanc, and V.A. Souhkanovskii. Edge microstability of nstx plasmas without
and with lithium-coated plasma-facing components. Nuclear Fusion, 53(11):113016, 2013.
[52] S Saarelma, J Martin-Collar, D Dickinson, B F McMillan, C M Roach, MAST team1, and The JET
Contributors4. Non-local effects on pedestal kinetic ballooning mode stability. Plasma Physics
and Controlled Fusion, 59(6):064001, 2017.
[53] H. Doerk. Gyrokinetic simulation of microtearing turbulence. Dissertation, University of Ulm,
2013.
[54] Tobias Grler, Xavier Lapillonne, Stephan Brunner, Tilman Dannert, Frank Jenko, Sohrab Khosh
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls32
Aghdam, Patrick Marcus, Ben F. McMillan, Florian Merz, Olivier Sauter, Daniel Told, and
Laurent Villard. Flux- and gradient-driven global gyrokinetic simulation of tokamak turbulence.
Physics of Plasmas, 18(5):056103, 2011.
[55] D. Told, F. Jenko, P. Xanthopoulos, L. D. Horton, and E. Wolfrum. Gyrokinetic microinstabilities
in asdex upgrade edge plasmas. Physics of Plasmas, 15(10):102306, 2008.
[56] F. Jenko, D. Told, P. Xanthopoulos, F. Merz, and L. D. Horton. Gyrokinetic turbulence under
near-separatrix or nonaxisymmetric conditions. Physics of Plasmas, 16(5):055901, 2009.
[57] M Reshko, C M Roach, and the MAST Team. Effects of impurities on electron temperature
gradient modes. Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion, 50(11):115002, 2008.
[58] Matt Landreman and Darin R Ernst. Local and global fokkerplanck neoclassical calculations
showing flow and bootstrap current modification in a pedestal. Plasma Physics and Controlled
Fusion, 54(11):115006, 2012.
[59] E. Viezzer, T. Ptterich, G.D. Conway, R. Dux, T. Happel, J.C. Fuchs, R.M. McDermott, F. Ryter,
B. Sieglin, W. Suttrop, M. Willensdorfer, E. Wolfrum, and the ASDEX Upgrade Team. High-
accuracy characterization of the edge radial electric field at asdex upgrade. Nuclear Fusion,
53(5):053005, 2013.
[60] D. J. Battaglia, K. H. Burrell, C. S. Chang, S. Ku, J. S. deGrassie, and B. A. Grierson. Kinetic
neoclassical transport in the h-mode pedestal. Physics of Plasmas, 21(7):072508, 2014.
[61] E. Viezzer, E. Fable, M. Cavedon, C. Angioni, R. Dux, F.M. Laggner, M. Bernert, A. Burckhart,
R.M. McDermott, T. Ptterich, F. Ryter, M. Willensdorfer, E. Wolfrum, the ASDEX
Upgrade Team, and the EUROfusion MST1 Team. Investigation of inter-elm ion heat transport
in the h-mode pedestal of asdex upgrade plasmas. Nuclear Fusion, 57(2):022020, 2017.
[62] Y. Z. Zhang and S. M. Mahajan. Edge turbulence scaling with shear flow. Physics of Fluids B:
Plasma Physics, 4(6):1385–1387, 1992.
[63] Y. Z. Zhang and S. M. Mahajan. Correlation theory of a twodimensional plasma turbulence with
shear flow. Physics of Fluids B: Plasma Physics, 5(7):2000–2020, 1993.
[64] L Frassinetti, S Saarelma, P Lomas, I Nunes, F Rimini, M N A Beurskens, P Bilkova, J E
Boom, E de la Luna, E Delabie, P Drewelow, J Flanagan, L Garzotti, C Giroud, N Hawks,
E Joffrin, M Kempenaars, Hyun-Tae Kim, U Kruezi, A Loarte, B Lomanowski, I Lupelli,
L Meneses, C F Maggi, S Menmuir, M Peterka, E Rachlew, M Romanelli, E Stefanikova, and
JET Contributors. Dimensionless scalings of confinement, heat transport and pedestal stability
in jet-ilw and comparison with jet-c. Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion, 59(1):014014, 2017.
[65] I. Nunes, P.J. Lomas, D.C. McDonald, G. Saibene, R. Sartori, I. Voitsekhovitch, M. Beurskens,
G. Arnoux, A. Boboc, T. Eich, C. Giroud, S. Heureux, E. de la Luna, G. Maddison, A.C.C.
Sips, H. Thomsen, T.W. Versloot, and the JET EFDA Contributors. Confinement and edge
studies towards low * and * at jet. Nuclear Fusion, 53(7):073020, 2013.
[66] C.S. Chang, S. Ku, A. Loarte, V. Parail, F. Kchl, M. Romanelli, R. Maingi, J.-W. Ahn, T. Gray,
J. Hughes, B. LaBombard, T. Leonard, M. Makowski, and J. Terry. Gyrokinetic projection
of the divertor heat-flux width from present tokamaks to iter. Nuclear Fusion, 57(11):116023,
2017.
[67] A.S. Kukushkin, H.D. Pacher, G.W. Pacher, G. Janeschitz, D. Coster, A. Loarte, and D. Reiter.
Scaling laws for edge plasma parameters in iter from two-dimensional edge modelling. Nuclear
Fusion, 43(8):716, 2003.
[68] L. Garzotti, P. Belo, G. Corrigan, F. Kchl, J. Lnnroth, V. Parail, G. Pereverzev, S. Saarelma,
G. Tardini, M. Valovi, I. Voitsekhovitch, and S. Wiesen. Simulations of density profiles, pellet
fuelling and density control in iter. Nuclear Fusion, 52(1):013002, 2012.
[69] C. Angioni, Y. Camenen, F.J. Casson, E. Fable, R.M. McDermott, A.G. Peeters, and J.E. Rice.
Off-diagonal particle and toroidal momentum transport: a survey of experimental, theoretical
and modelling aspects. Nuclear Fusion, 52(11):114003, 2012.
[70] S Saarelma, C D Challis, L Garzotti, L Frassinetti, C F Maggi, M Romanelli, C Stokes, and JET
Contributors. Integrated modelling of h-mode pedestal and confinement in jet-ilw. Plasma
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls33
Physics and Controlled Fusion, 60(1):014042, 2018.
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls34
0.960 0.965 0.970 0.975 0.980 0.985 0.990
ρtor
0
2
4
6
8
10
12
H
e
a
t 
Tr
a
n
sp
o
rt
 (
M
W
)
92432
78697
0.960 0.965 0.970 0.975 0.980 0.985 0.990
ρtor
0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5
3.0
3.5
4.0
Q
/
(n
e
T
e
v T
eρ
2 e
/L
2 T
e
)
ETG
92432
78697
Figure 7. Heat fluxes (top) from local flux tube single scale ETG simulations for
JET-ILW (92432) (black) and JET-C (78697) (red) normalized to electron gyroBohm
units (including the electron temperature gradient scale length). As expected from
the profiles (notably higher η), JET-ILW (92432) produces substantially higher heat
fluxes, although the difference is decreased in the un-normalized quantities (bottom).
These simulations suggest that ETG produces experimentally relevant transport levels
in both discharges (for reference the inter-ELM power is 11.6 MW and 5.7 MW for
ILW and C, respectively).
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Figure 8. Contribution to heat transport from global simulations of JET-ILW (92432)
(first three bars), combined with ETG and neoclassical (bars four and five). The first
two columns probe sensitivity to ion dilution by using Zeff = 1.8 and two bounding
assumptions for the impurity makeup: entirely beryllium (high dilution) and entirely
nickel (low dilution). The comparison of the third column (Ti = Te) with the first
column (Ti from charge exchange, which estimates a ∼ 20% decrease in a/LTi) tests
sensitivity to the ion temperature gradient. The fourth and fifth columns demonstrate
two possible routes to reproducing the total power balance by combining transport
from single scale ETG simulations and neoclassical simulations with global ion scale
simulations. The fourth column uses beryllium and the fifth column uses nickel along
with a 15% reduction in ηe for the ETG simulations. The last column shows transport
from JET-C (78697) simulations (note the absence of turbulent ion heat flux).
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls36
0.96 0.97 0.98 0.99
ρtor
0
2
4
6
8
10
12
14
16
H
e
a
t 
Tr
a
n
sp
o
rt
 (
M
W
)
92432 Be
ITG
ETG
NC
Total
P Inter-ELM
0.96 0.97 0.98 0.99
ρtor
0
2
4
6
8
10
12
14
16
H
e
a
t 
Tr
a
n
sp
o
rt
 (
M
W
)
92432 Ni (0.85×ηe )
ITG
ETG
NC
Total
P Inter-ELM
Figure 9. Radial dependence of heat transport for 92432 using Be (left) and Ni
(right). The simulations match power balance closely at mid and upper pedestal but
underpredict heat transport near the separatrix. The discrepancy may be due to
sensitivities to uncertain inputs (profile fits, impurity content, etc.), or alternatively
an additional transport mechanism (e.g., blobs) that depends intrinsically on cross-
separatrix dynamics.
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Figure 10. Stiffness (i.e. response of transport to driving gradients) of ETG, ITG,
and neoclassical transport for 92432 (Be). The ITG transport is extremely stiff in
comparison with neoclassical, indicating the increased stiffness expected in pedestal
regimes involving non-negligible ITG transport.
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Figure 11. Heat flux from nonlinear global simulations of ITG turbulence for JET-
ILW (92432) scanning E×B shear rate. Both the ion heat flux (green) and total heat
flux (blue) are shown. The scaling is consistent with predictions from basic theory [40]
and suggests high sensitivity to ρ∗. Note that the total heat transport (including, e.g.,
ETG) would have a much weaker scaling.
Direct Gyrokinetic Comparison of Pedestal Transport in JET with Carbon and ITER-Like Walls39
0.98 1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10 1.12
(a/Ln)/(a/Ln0)
−1.0
−0.5
0.0
0.5
Γ
/Γ
G
B
92432 (Ti=Te)
92432
Figure 12. Particle flux from nonlinear global simulations of two JET-ILW (92432)
simulations. The particle flux transitions from negative to zero or positive with a small
increase in density gradient scale length, suggesting that the density pedestal reaches
a state of balanced ITG pinch and diffusion.
